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In the UK and the United States and in several other countries in the Western world, residential burglary (also known as burglary dwelling or domestic burglary) is not a separate offense in law, but is part of the general offense of burglary. The details of the law vary from country to country, but typically include the elements of entering a building as a trespasser and the intent to commit certain kinds of crime therein. The most common types of offenses mentioned are theft, damage, arson, assault, and rape. The main variations in law concern the type of building deemed to be residential (e.g., whether it includes mobile homes or garden sheds), the method of entry (e.g., forced or unforced), and the types of offenses committed (e.g.,  property crimes or crimes against the person). In most countries, burglary is treated as a serious offense and the culprits can receive substantial prison sentences. In some countries, such as the United States, residential burglars can, under certain circumstances, receive a life sentence. Residential burglary as a topic has been studied by lawyers, sociologists, criminologists, geographers, and psychologists, to name but a few. The main research interests are the motives of burglars, what is stolen or damaged, the methods of selecting targets, the location of the offense, the impact of burglaries on victims, and what can be done to prevent the offense. The study of residential burglary has contributed substantially to the broader study of crime mapping, crime hot-spot analysis, repeat victimization, offender decision making, and deterrence theory and research. 

GENERAL OVERVIEWS
The main body of publications on residential burglary emerged in two batches. The first came during the 1970s, 1980s, and early 1990s and included the broader-based studies, such as Reppetto’s 1974 research on residential burglary and robbery in the United States and Brantingham and Brantingham’s 1975 publication on residential burglary in urban areas, also in the United States. This early period also saw the publication of research by Cromwell, et al. 1991 and Wright and Decker 1994 on the characteristics of burglary in American cities. The main early research in the UK was Maguire and Bennett’s 1982 publication Burglary in a dwelling: The offence, the offender and the victim, which gave an early focus to the victim of burglary, and Bennett and Wright’s 1984 book Burglars on burglary, which looked more closely at the offender’s perspective. The second batch of studies emerged during the later 1990s and early 2000s. These tended to be more specialist in orientation and covered selected aspects of the offense, such as offender mobility patterns, target selection, and the geography of the crime, as well as features of the offense of the kinds discussed in the sections below. This second phase also included the work by Rengert and Wasilichick 2000 on burglary in suburban areas. The most recent overviews of research on residential burglary can be found in Bernasco 2009 and Maguire, et al. 2010.

Bennett, Trevor, and Richard Wright. 1984. Burglars on burglary: Prevention and the offender. Aldershot, UK: Gower. [ISBN: 9780566007569]
This book presents the findings of an early piece of research on the perceptions and decision making of convicted burglars and includes accounts of offenders’ motives and their attitudes to being caught and punished.

Bernasco, Wim. 2009. Burglary. In Oxford handbook on crime and public policy. Edited by Michael Tonry, 165–190. Oxford: Oxford Univ. Press. [ISBN: 9780195336177]
This is one of the most recent summaries of the current state of knowledge about burglary, which is published as a chapter in the Oxford Handbook series. 

Brantingham, P. L., and P. J. Brantingham. 1975. Residential burglary and urban form. Urban Studies 12.3:273–284. [doi: 10.1080/00420987520080531]
One of the earliest studies on the spatial patterning of burglary and the influence of geography on target selection.

Cromwell, Paul F., James N. Olson, and D’Aunn Wester Avary. 1991. Breaking and entering: An ethnographic analysis of burglary. Newbury Park,CA: SAGE. [ISBN: 9780803940260]
One of the earlier published research studies on the perceptions and attitudes of offenders.

Maguire, Mike, and Trevor Bennett. 1982. Burglary in a Dwelling: The offense, the offender and the victim. Cambridge Studies in Criminology 49. London: Heinemann. [ISBN: 9780435825676]
This book provides a useful general overview of the state of knowledge about burglary in the early 1980s and makes a useful contribution to knowledge on the impact of burglary on victims.

Maguire, Mike, Richard Wright, and Trevor Bennett. 2010. Domestic burglary. In Handbook on crime. Edited by Fiona Brookman, Mike Maguire, Harriet Pierpoint, and Trevor Bennett, 3–25. Uffculme, Devon, UK: Willan. [ISBN: 9781843923725]
This is the most recent of the reviews of the literature on residential burglary and covers what is known about patterns and trends in the offense, offenders’ perceptions, the effect on victims, and methods of prevention.

Rengert, G., and Wasilchick, J. 2000. Suburban burglary: A tale of two suburbs. Springfield, IL: Charles Thomas. [ISBN: 9780398070847]
A modern classic that covers the time and location of burglaries as well as target selection and techniques used to commit burglaries.

Reppetto, T. A. 1974. Residential Crime. Cambridge, MA: Ballinger. [ISBN: 9780884102090]
One of the earliest and most frequently cited studies of both residential burglary and urban robbery. The work follows the tradition of crime-specific analysis and provides a thorough overview of the characteristics of burglary.

Wright, Richard, and Scott H. Decker. 1994. Burglars on the job: Streetlife and residential break-ins [Italics]. Boston: Northeastern Univ. Press. [ISBN: 9781555531850]




In the UK, the main sources of information are the British Crime Survey (BCS), covering victim-reported crime, and the Home Office Statistical Bulletins on trends in police-recorded crime (Kershaw, et al. 2008). In the United States, the main sources are the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) (Rand 2009) and the police Uniform Crime Reports (Federal Bureau of Investigation 2009 [http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/ucr]). International trends in victimization can be found in the regular publications of the results of the International Crime Victims Survey (ICVS) (Van Dijk, et al. 2008) and, within the European context, collations of trend data from police crime reports can be found in the European Sourcebook of Crime and Criminal Justice Statistics (Killias, et al. 2006).

Federal Bureau of Investigation (2009) Crime in the United States 2008 [http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/ucr]. Washington, DC: US Department of Justice. [class: dataSet-database]
This is part of a regular series of publications on crime in the United States based on uniform crime reports and victim survey reports.

Kershaw, Chris, S. Sian Nicholas and A. Alison Walker. 2008. Crime in England and Wales 2007/08: Findings from the British Crime Survey and Police Recorded Crime. Home Office Statistical Bulletin 07/08. London: Home Office. [ISBN: 9781847267535] [class:report]
A comprehensive annual compilation of crime statistics and victim survey reports on crime and victimization in England and Wales
[http://rds.homeoffice.gov.uk/rds/pdfs08/hosb0708.pdf].

Killias, Martin, Gordon Barclay, Paul Smit, Marcelo Fernando Aebi, Cynthia Tavares, Bruno Aubusson de Cavarlay, Jörg-Martin Jehle, Hanns von Hofer, Beata Gruszczyñska, and Vasilika Hysi Kauko Aromaa. 2006. European sourcebook of crime and criminal justice statistics. 3d [3rd] ed. Reeks Onderzoeg en Beleid 241. The Hague, The Netherlands: Boom Legal Publishers. [ISBN: 9789054547334]
A compendium of crime and criminal justice statistics covering the main European countries based on official crime data.

Rand, Michael R. 2009. National crime victimization survey: Criminal victimization, 2008. Bureau of Justice Statistics Bulletin. September 2009. NCJ 227777. Washington, DC: US Department of Justice. Office of Justice Programs.
This is the latest of an annual series of results for the US National Crime Victimization Survey[http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv08.pdf].

Van Dijk, Jan, John van Kesteren, and Paul Smit. 2008. Criminal Victimization in International Perspective, Key findings from the 2004-2005 ICVS and EU ICVS. Onderzoek En Beleid. The Hague, Boom Legal Publishers. [ISBN: 9789054549659]




There is an enormous amount of literature describing and explaining the nature and characteristics of the offense of burglary. This research covers the location of the offense (the country, the state, the city, areas within the city, the neighborhood, the street, and so on) and the way in which the offense is executed (method of entry, search patterns, items stolen, transportation, selling stolen items, etc.). The findings of research on some of these characteristics are discussed below. 

Target selection
One of the most widely discussed topics on residential burglary is the offender’s choice of target. Why do potential offenders choose one dwelling to burgle over another? This topic is discussed in the research literature within the context of offender decision making and is addressed at both the neighborhood level (how areas are chosen) and at the location of particular dwellings (how individual properties are chosen). Bernasco, et al. 2005 and Bernasco and Luykx 2003 examine offenders’ methods of choosing particular neighborhoods for their burglary. Brantingham and Brantingham 1981 consider the location of the target of burglary in relation to the distance and direction of the offender’s place of residence. Maguire 1988 and Hearnden and Magill 2004 look more closely at the decision to select particular properties. Nee and Meenaghan 2006 and Logie, et al. 1992 examine the way in which offenders make choices and the role that expertise and experience play in this process.

Bernasco, Wim, and Floor Luykx. 2003. Effects of attractiveness, opportunity and accessibility to burglars on residential burglary rates of urban neighborhoods. Criminology 41.3: 981–1002.
The article investigates the effect of the attractiveness, opportunity, and accessibility of neighborhoods on their burglary rates.

Bernasco, Wim, and Paul Nieuwbeerta. 2005. How do residential burglars select target areas? A new approach to the analysis of criminal location choice. British Journal of Criminology 45.3: 296–315. [doi: 10.1093/bjc/azh070]
This publication outlines what is described as the “discrete spatial choice approach” to the study of criminal target choice. [line spacing between citations variable]

Brantingham, P. J., and P. L. Brantingham. 1981. Environmental criminology. Sage Focus Editions 39.  Beverly Hills, CA: SAGE. [ISBN: 9780803916784]
The book includes a discussion on the relationship between the routine mobility patterns of burglars and their choice of target.

Hearnden, Ian, and Christine Magill. 2004. Decision-making by house burglars: Offenders’ perspectives. Home Office Findings 249. London: Home Office.
This short report on offender decision making is published in the informative UK Home Office research “Findings” series. 

Logie, Robert, Richard Wright, and Scott Decker. 1992. Recognition memory performance and residential burglary. Applied Cognitive Psychology 6.2: 109–123. [doi: 10.1002/acp.2350060203]
The study investigates the cognitive mechanisms involved in decision making among burglars. 

Maguire, Mike. 1988. Searchers and opportunists: Offender behaviour and burglary prevention. Journal of Security Administration 11.2: 70–77.
This article discusses the ways in which burglars identify burglary targets and considers the implications of its findings for crime prevention.

Nee, Clare, and Amy Meenaghan. 2006. Expert decision making in burglars. British Journal of Criminology 46.5: 935–949. [doi: 10.1093/bjc/azl013]
Nee and Meenaghan present the results of interviews with 50 experienced burglars to determine whether the quality of their decision making could be considered analogous to those of experts in other domains.

Method of entry
The traditional methods of entry are forcing a window or door or gaining entry through insecure windows or doors. The combination of methods used (front or rear, forced or unforced, and involving tools or bare hands) can become quite extensive. For an overview, see Maguire and Bennett 1982 or Wright and Decker 1994. A more up-to-date summary of entry methods can be found in Kent 2007. In the last few years, there has been an increase in two particular kinds of entry that have caused some concern. The first is known in the UK as “distraction burglary,” which is used particularly against older persons and involves gaining entry by tricking or distracting the victim (Thorton, et al. 2003). The crime often involves offenders posing as officials who make up an excuse to enter the victim’s home in order to steal something (Ruparel 2004 National Statistics [http://tna.europarchive.org/20100413151441/homeoffice.gov.uk/rds/pdfs04/hosb1404supp.pdf]. ). The second is a growing problem in both the UK and the United States of “car key” burglary. This is a variant of car-jacking in which the offender enters a house to steal the victim’s keys and take their car (Walker, et al. 2009).

Kent, Andrew. 2007. Key domestic burglary crime statistics (at January 2007). Crime Reduction Effectiveness Group. London: Home Office.
This publication provides one of the most comprehensive summaries of facts about recent burglaries in the UK drawn from the results of the BCS.

Maguire, Mike, and Trevor Bennett. 1982. Burglary in a dwelling: The offense, the offender and the victim. Cambridge Studies in Criminology 49. London: Heinemann. [ISBN: 9780435825676]
This book covers a wide range of information on the nature of residential burglary, including the methods used by burglars to obtain entry.

Ruparel, Chandni. 2004. Distraction burglary: 
Recorded crime data. Online Supplement to HOSB 14/04 National Statistics [http://tna.europarchive.org/20100413151441/homeoffice.gov.uk/rds/pdfs04/hosb1404supp.pdf].  London: Home Office.
One of the recent batch of studies on distraction burglary based on police-recorded crime data.
Thornton, Amanda, David Walker, and Rosie Erol. 2003. Distraction burglary amongst older adults and minority ethnic communities. Home Office Research Studies 269. Home Office Findings 197. London: Home Office. [ISBN: 9781844730544]
A short report that summarizes what is currently known about the prevalence of distraction burglary among specific victim groups. 

Walker, Alison, John Flatley, Chris Kershaw, and Debbie Moon. 2009. Crime in England and Wales 2008/09: Findings from the British Crime Survey and police-recorded crime. Vol. 1. Home Office Statistical Bulletin 11/09. London: Home Office.
The most recent compilation of burglary statistics in the UK[http://rds.homeoffice.gov.uk/rds/pdfs09/hosb1109vol1.pdf]

Wright, Richard, and Scott Decker. 1994. Burglars on the job: Streetlife and residential break-ins. Boston: Northeastern Univ. Press. [ISBN: 9781555531850]
This book summarizes the results of an ethnographic investigation of the enactment of burglary from the offender’s perspective.

Items stolen
The results of the United States and UK national victim surveys, in Kent 2007 and Rand 2009, show similar patterns in terms of the types of items stolen. The most common items taken fall under the headings of cash, purse, or wallet, followed by jewelry and electrical goods. Mobile phones have also become an important target for burglars, with victim surveys showing an increase in this type of theft (Harrington and Mayhew 2001). The increased availability of small electrical goods has also resulted in an increase in the theft of these items. Clarke 1999 generated the acronym CRAVED to describe the objects that offenders find most attractive to steal. These are described as “hot products” and share the qualities of being concealable, removable, available, valuable, enjoyable, and disposable. When asked about motives for committing burglary, the majority of offenders report financial need and the desire for cash or items that can be converted into cash (Wright and Decker 1994). The need for many offenders to purchase expensive drugs using cash or in exchange for items acceptable to drug dealers can also influence the kinds of goods stolen in burglaries (Mawby 2001). Large television sets and video recorders are no longer considered worth very much in the stolen goods market. 

Clarke, Ron V. 1999. Hot products: Understanding, anticipating and reducing demand for stolen goods. Police Research Series 112. London: Home Office, Research Development and Statistics Directorate. [ISBN: 9781840822786]
Clarke outlines in this paper the acronym “CRAVED,” which he uses to describe objects that offenders find most attractive to steal.

Harrington, Victoria, and Pat Mayhew. 2001. Mobile phone theft. Home Office Research Study 235. London: Home Office Research, Development and Statistics. [ISBN: 9781840827743]
This report provides a detailed summary of facts about the recent increase in mobile phone thefts.

Kent, Andrew. 2007. Key domestic burglary crime statistics (at January 2007). Crime Reduction Effectiveness Group. London: Home Office.
The publication provides detailed information on the items stolen in burglaries. 

Mawby, Robert. 2001. Burglary. Crime and Society series. Cullompton. Devon, UK: Willan. [ISBN: 9781903240335]
One of the more recent overviews of the offense of burglary, including details on the kinds of items stolen.

Rand, Michael R. 2009. National Crime Victimisation Survey: Criminal Victimisation, 2008. Bureau of Justice Statistics Bulletin. September 2009. NCJ 227777. Washington, DC: US Department of Justice. Office of Justice Programs. [class:report]
A general compendium of facts about household offenses
[http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv08.pdf].

Wright, Richard, and Scott Decker. 1994. Burglars on the job: Streetlife and residential break-ins. Boston: Northeastern Univ. Press. [ISBN: 9781555531850]
One of the more detailed studies of the enactment of residential burglary as described by experienced offenders and includes a discussion on the types of items stolen.

VICTIM CHARACTERISTICS
The research on burglary victims covers three main areas. The first concerns the prevalence and incidence of Victimization as well as details about who gets victimized and differences between victims and nonvictims. The second is a substantial and growing body of knowledge on the phenomenon of Repeat  Victimization and the extent to which victimization can predict further victimization. The third body of knowledge covers the Impact of burglary on victims in terms of physical and psychological harms.

Victimization
Information on the prevalence and incidence of burglary victimization can be found in the publications of the main national victim surveys. According to the BCS, the annual risk of an average household in England and Wales being a victim of burglary has gradually declined over the last ten years (Walker, et al. 2009). A similar picture emerges from the NCVS in the United States, which shows a longer-term reduction in the offense (Rand 2009). The surveys also reveal wide differences in the risk of burglary depending on the type of area, characteristics of the occupants, and levels of household security. There is some suggestion from the US and UK research that the offender might be known to the victim in a substantial proportion of cases. In the United States, Shover 1991 estimated that in just under half of burglaries, in cases where the victim saw the offender, the offender was known to the victim. In the UK, Budd 1999 found that in just over half of cases the victim had some knowledge of their offender.

Budd, Tracey. 1999. Burglary of Domestic Dwellings: Findings from the British Crime Survey. Home Office Statistical Bulletin 4/99. London: Home Office.
This is one of the more detailed overviews of information on the nature and impact of burglary victimization.

Rand, Michael R. 2009. National Crime Victimization Survey: Criminal Victimization, 2008. Bureau of Justice Bulletin. September 2009. NCJ 227777. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice. Office of Justice Programs. The report comprises a compendium of facts about burglary victimization in the United States.

Shover, Neal. 1991. Burglary. In Crime and justice: A review of research. Vol. 14. Edited by Michael Tonry, 73–113. Crime and Justice 14. Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press. [ISBN: 9780226808123]
This book chapter provides an excellent and comprehensive review of the offense with some useful information on the relationship between the victim and the offender.

Walker, Alison, John Flatley, Chris Kershaw, and Debbie Moon. 2009. Crime in England and Wales 2008/09: Findings from the British Crime Survey and Police Recorded Crime, Vol. 1. Home Office Statistical Bulletin 11/09. London: Home Office. Findings from the British Crime Survey and Police Recorded Crime
[http://rds.homeoffice.gov.uk/rds/pdfs09/hosb1109vol1.pdf].
A compilation of what is known about contemporary forms of burglary in the UK based on crime and victim reports.

Repeat Victimization
The publications of the 1990s heralded a rise in interest in the phenomenon of repeat victimization. The early analyses sought to establish the extent to which someone who had been burgled once was more likely to be burgled again, and when they were likely to be burgled again. One of the earliest of the studies by Polvi, et al. 1991 found that the chance of burglary increased by a factor of more than 12 for the first few days following a burglary and then declined to a heightened risk of about twice the United States usual level at three months. From there on, it declined more or less steadily back to the normal level for the area. Similar results were found in relation to domestic burglary and several other offenses by Farrell and Pease 1993 and Johnson, et al. 1997. The existence of the phenomenon has been found in national crime surveys across countries and across time. The results of the 2008/9 BCS showed that about 15 percent of all victims of residential burglary were repeat victims. Possible explanations for the phenomenon have been suggested by Polvi, et al. 1991, Bernasco 2009, Palmer, et al. 2002 and Tseloni and Pease 2003.

Bernasco, Wim. 2009. Burglary. In Oxford handbook on crime and public policy. Edited by Michael Tonry, 165–190. Oxford: Oxford Univ. Press. [ISBN: 9780195336177]
This is one of the most recent publications on residential burglary and includes a whole section on repeat victimization.

Farrell, Graham, and Ken Pease. 1993. Once bitten, twice bitten: Repeat victimization and its implications for crime prevention. Crime Prevention Unit 46. London: Home Office. [ISBN: 9781858930909]
One of the early studies on the phenomenon of repeat burglaries, provides the key findings relating to the probabilities of future victimization.

Johnson, Shane D., Kate Bowers, and Alex Hirschfield. 1997. New insights into the spatial and temporal distribution of repeat victimization. British Journal of Criminology 37.2: 224–241.
This study investigates in detail changes in the risk of repeat burglary among burglary victims over time.

Palmer, Emma J., Angela Holmes, and Clive Hollin. 2002. Investigating burglars’ decisions: Factors influencing target choice, method of entry, reasons for offending, repeat victimization of a property and victim awareness. Security Journal 15.1: 7–18. [doi: 10.1057/palgrave.sj.8340101] [line spacing]
The study includes a discussion on the possible reasons for repeat victimization. 

Polvi, Natalie, Terah Looman, Charlie Humphries, and Ken Pease. 1991. The time course of repeat burglary victimization. British Journal of Criminology 31.4: 411–414.
The first and one of the best of the current series of publications on repeat burglary victimization that investigated changes in risks of a repeat attack in the days following the event.

Tseloni, Andromachi, and Ken Pease. 2003. Repeat personal victimization: Boosts” or “flags”? British Journal of Criminology 43.1: 196–212. [doi: 10.1093/bjc/43.1.196] 
This study examines the validity of two potential explanations of repeat burglary though secondary analysis of BCS data.

Impact
Beaton, et al. 2000 found that residential burglary can have a substantial psychological effect on its victims and may last for an extended period of time. It also has been found that women and men react differently both in the short term and the long term. As shown in Maguire and Bennett 1982 and Maguire 1980, women are more likely to be initially shocked and frightened, whereas men tend to be angry and seek retribution. Mawby 2001 looked at variations in the impact of burglary on victims across several European countries.

Alan Beaton, Mark Cook, Mark Kavanagh, Carla Herrington. 2000. The psychological impact of burglary. Psychology, Crime and Law 6.1: 33–43. [doi: 10.1080/10683160008410830]
The article reports the findings of an experiment to determine whether recent victims of burglary were psychologically more distressed than a control group over the same time period. 

Maguire, Mike. 1980. The impact of burglary upon victims. British Journal of Criminology 20.3: 261–275.
Maguire describes the short- and long-term emotional impact of burglary on victims.

Maguire, Mike, and Trevor Bennett. 1982. Burglary in a dwelling: The offense [the oringal was spelt with a ‘c’]  the offender and the victim. Cambridge Studies in Criminology 49. London: Heinemann. [ISBN: 9780435825676]
This volume includes a description of the experiences and psychological effects of residential burglary on recent victims. 

Mawby, Rob. 2001. The impact of repeat victimisation on burglary victims in East and West Europe. In Crime Prevention Studies12:69–82. 
The author reports the findings of several surveys conducted in various European counties including the effects of repeat victimization on the victim. 

OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS
The most common offender characteristics discussed in the literature are the demographic Characteristics and general background of burglars, their Motives for offending, and their Modus Operandi for committing the offense.
 
Characteristics
What kinds of people break into other people’s homes? This is one of the most fundamental questions concerning the offense of burglary. Some information on this is provided in the findings of the national crime victim surveys. Kent’s 2007 analysis of the BCS data on victims for 2005 to 2006 reveals that burglary suspects tend to be male and fairly young (less than 25 years old). Uniform crime reports like Federal Bureau of Investigation 2009[http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/ucr] also show a preponderance of young males among convicted burglary offenders. In terms of background, ethnographic research in Cromwell, et al. 1991 and Wright and Decker 1994 shows that burglars are often socially and economically disadvantaged. They are often repeat offenders who have a long history of past convictions for burglary and other property crimes (Maguire and Bennett 1982).

Cromwell, Paul F., James N. Olson, and D’Aunn Wester Avary. 1991. Breaking and entering: An ethnographic analysis of burglary. Newbury Park, CA: SAGE. [ISBN: 9780803940260] Studies In Crime, Law, and Justice 8.
A useful overview of the lives and offenses of burglary offenders based on semi-structured interviews and staged activity analysis.

Federal Bureau of Investigation. 2009. Crime in the United States 2008[http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/ucr]. Washington, DC: US Department of Justice. [class: dataSet-database]
A compilation of official data and victim survey reports which includes details on the characteristics of offenders arrested.

Kent, Andrew. 2007. Key Domestic Burglary Crime Statistics (at January 2007). Crime Reduction Effectiveness Group. London: Home Office.
This publication provides information on the characteristics of offenders convicted of burglary.

Maguire, Mike, and Trevor Bennett. 1982. Burglary in a dwelling: The offense, the offender and the victim. Cambridge Studies in Criminology 49. London: Heinemann, 1982. [ISBN: 9780435825676]
The book includes detailed accounts of the lives of experienced burglars.

Wright, Richard, and Scott H. Decker. 1994. Burglars on the job: Streetlife and residential break-ins. Boston: Northeastern Univ. Press. [ISBN: 9781555531850]
This broad-based volume on residential burglary includes information on the backgrounds and characteristics of offenders.

Motives
Another common question is, “Why do they do it?” While research on risk factors and the distal causes of offending provide some of the answer, the more revealing insights have come from ethnographic research based on interviews and observations of offenders as in Bennett and Wright 1984, Hearnden and Magill 2004, Nee and Taylor 1988, Wright and Logie 1988 and Wright and Decker 1994. These studies have probed in more detail the proximal and situational factors that trigger offenses. The results of this research has demonstrated the way in which burglary often fits more generally into the offender’s lifestyle and personal identity, as shown in Katz 1988.

Bennett, Trevor, and Richard Wright. 1984. Burglars on burglary: Prevention and the offender. Aldershot, UK: Gower. [ISBN: 9780566007569]
The authors present the results of research based on interviews and activities with experienced burglars and includes detailed accounts on their motives for offending.

Hearnden, Ian, and Christine Magill. 2004. Decision-making by Burglars: Offenders’ Perspectives. Findings 249. London: Home Office.
This publication comprises a short paper in the Home Office ‘Findings’ series which describes several of the main decisions that burglars make in the commission of their crimes.

Katz, Jack. 1988. Seductions of Crime: Moral and Sensual Attractions in Doing Evil. New York: Basic Books. [ISBN: 9780465076154]
Katz describes, in this broader text on the seductions of crime, the ‘sneaky thrills’ that offenders experience when committing residential burglary.

Nee, Clare, and Max Taylor. 1988. Residential burglary in the Republic of Ireland: A situational perspective. Howard Journal of Criminal Justice 27.2: 105–116.
This paper examines the decision to offend, target selection and attitudes to sentencing among convicted residential burglars.

Wright, Richard, and Robert Logie. 1988. How young house burglars choose targets. Howard Journal of Criminal Justice 27.2: 92–104.
This paper reports the results of an empirical study of convicted burglars on the way in which the immediate environment influences their decision to offend. 

Wright, Richard, and Scott H. Decker. 1994. Burglars on the job: Streetlife and residential break-ins. Boston: Northeastern Univ. Press. [ISBN: 9781555531850]
The authors devote a whole chapter to a discussion on the decision to commit a burglary and includes insightful quotations taken from transcripts of interviews with offenders.

Modus operandi
The concept of modus operandi is used in the research literature to cover various aspects of the enactment of the offense. One of the key elements of enactment is the method used to select a suitable target. Bennett and Wright 1984 make a distinction between ‘planners’, ‘searchers’ and ‘opportunists’. The ‘planners’ generally identified a target prior to the enactment of the offense; the ‘searchers’ sought out suitable properties to burgle and, once found, committed the offense there and then; and the ‘opportunists’ who decide to offend spontaneously in response to a perceived opportunity for burglary (e.g., an open window) (see also Maguire 1988). The method identifying what constitutes a suitable opportunity appears to be a combination of common sense and expert knowledge, as shown in Logie, et al. 1992 and Nee and Meenaghan 2006. Maguire and Bennett 1982 examined methods used by burglars for searching a dwelling once inside the property and Cromwell, et al. 1991 examined methods for disposing of stolen goods. 

Bennett, Trevor, and Richard Wright. 1984. Burglars on burglary: Prevention and the offender. Aldershot, UK: Gower. [ISBN: 9780566007569]
The authors provide information from interviews with convicted burglars on the decision to offend, offense planning, and the final choice of target up to the point of entry into the dwelling.

Cromwell, Paul F., James N. Olson, and D’Aunn Wester Avary. 1991. Breaking and entering: An ethnographic analysis of burglary. Studies In Crime, Law, and Justice 8. Newbury Park, CA: SAGE. [ISBN: 9780803940260]
This book includes a whole chapter on the burglary event based on interviews with offenders.

Logie, Robert, Richard Wright, and Scott Decker. 1992. Recognition memory performance and residential burglary. Applied Cognitive Psychology 6.2: 109–123. [doi: 10.1002/acp.2350060203]
A summary of the processes involved in offender decision making.

Maguire, Mike. 1988. Searchers and opportunists: Offender behaviour and burglary prevention. Journal of Security Administration 11.2: 70–77.
The author discusses some of the methods used by residential burglars to identify suitable targets.

Maguire, Mike, and Trevor Bennett. 1982. Burglary in a dwelling: The offense, [the original was spelt with a ‘c’] the offender and the victim. Cambridge Studies in Criminology 49. London: Heinemann. [ISBN: 9780435825676]
This book includes information on the methods used by persistent burglars in committing the offense and a detailed case history of the modus operandi of an experienced house burglar.

Nee, Clare, and Amy Meenaghan. 2006. Expert decision making in burglars. British Journal of Criminology 46.5: 935–949. [doi: 10.1093/bjc/azl013]
The authors investigate the decision-making processes used by experienced residential burglars. 

DETECTION
The detection rate for residential burglary is notoriously low. In the UK, it is estimated that the clear-up rate in many police force areas is below 10 percent (Kershaw, et al. 2008). One reason for this is that burglaries are seldom witnessed, and Eck 1983 and Greenwood, et al. 1977 argue that, unless the police have an identifiable suspect, the chance of detection is low. These low rates are perhaps surprising, in that burglary is a crime that is usually reported to the police by the victim. The findings of the national crime victim surveys show that about two-thirds of all residential burglaries in the UK were reported to the police (Kershaw, et al. 2008) and just over half in the United States (Rand 2009).
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